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Remarks/Argu merits 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 4 is objected to because the claim ends with a semi-colon. 

The limitation of claim 4 has been incorporated in amended claim 5, and claim 4 
has been cancelled. 



Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. §103 

3. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Livermore et al. (“Architecture and Control of an Adaptive High-Capacity Flat Network”, 
IEEE Communications Magazine, May 1998) in view of Xiong et al. (U.S. Patent 
6,671,256). 

The Examiner indicated that claim 5 would be allowable if rewritten in 
independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening 
claims. Claim 5 depends on claims 4, 3, 2, and 1 . Applicant amended claim 5 to include 
all the limitations of claims 1-4. Claims 1-4 have been subsequently cancelled. 

4. Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Livermore in 
view of Xiong and further in view of Kim (U.S. Patent 6,044,091 ). 

Claim 7 has been amended to depend on amended claim 5 believed to be 
allowable in view of the amendments. Claim 7 adds a useful limitation to amended claim 

5. 

5. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Livermore in 
view of Xiong and further in view of Liu (U.S. Patent 6,963,564). 

Claim 8 has been amended to depend on amended claim 5 and to replace the 
term “means for interleaving” with the verb “interleaves”. Claim 8 adds a useful limitation 
to amended claim 5 believed to be allowable in view of the amendments. 
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6. Claims 9 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Xiong in view of Qiao (U.S. Patent 6,956,868). 

Allowable claim 11 depends on claims 10 and 9. Claim 11 has been amended to 
include all the limitations of original claims 9 and 1 0. 

Claim 9 is amended to include all the limitations of allowable claim 12. 

Claims 10 and 12 are subsequently cancelled. 

7. Claims 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Xiong 
in view of Qiao. 

Claim 20 has been amended to include all the limitations of claims 1 7-1 9. Claims 
17-19 are subsequently cancelled. 

8. Claims 22-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Gersht et al. (US 6,405,257) in view of Qiao. 

Claims 22-27 have been cancelled without prejudice or disclaimer regarding the 
content therein. 



Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicant thanks the Examiner for the indication that claims 5, 6, 1 1 -1 6, 20, and 
21 would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Claim 5 depends on claims 4, 3, 2, and 1 . Applicant amended claim 5 to include 
all the limitations of claims 1-4. Claims 1-4 are subsequently cancelled. 

Claim 6 depends on claim 5 believed to be allowable in view of the amendments. 

Claim 1 1 depends on claims 10 and 9. Applicant amended claim 1 1 to include all 
the limitations of claims 10 and 9. . 

Claim 12 depends on claims 10 and 9. Applicant amended claim 9 to include all 
the limitations of claims 10 and 12. Claims 10 and 12 are subsequently cancelled. 
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Claims 13 and 14 depend on claim 1 1 believed to be allowable in view of the 
amendment. 

Claims 15 and 16 depend, indirectly, from claim 11 believed to be allowable in 
view of the amendment. 

Claim 20 depends on claims 17-19. Claim 20 has been amended to include all 
the limitations of claims 17-19. Claims 17-19 are subsequently cancelled. 

Claim 21 depends on claim 20 believed to be allowable in view of the 
amendment. 

Claims 22-27 are cancelled without prejudice or disclaimer regarding the 
limitations therein. 



Conclusion 

Claims 5-9, 11,13-16, 20 and 21 are pending. 

Claims 1-4, 10, 12, and 17-19 have been cancelled. Claims 22-27 have been 
cancelled without prejudice or disclaimer regarding the content therein. 

No new matter has been added. 

In view of the foregoing, early favorable consideration of the application is 
earnestly solicited. 



Respectfully submitted 



February 05, 2007 /Lindsay G. McGuinness/ 

Lindsay G. McGuinness, Reg. No. 38,549 

Attorney/Agent for Applicant(s) 

McGuinness & Manaras LLP 

125 Nagog Park 

Acton, MA 01720 

(978) 264-6664 
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